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(Continued From Flrst 'l":lse.)
tion, O publicition, the company
contended, sonstituted & boycotl

The Supreme Court of Lthe District
of Columbla, iWlter o hearing, grinted i
temparary hijunctlen on Jdnnunry 14,
19 miking I permprent  threc
monihs Inter, . 'he dourt's grdeg pro-
bibited the defendants from’ attibek-
Ing the manufacturing company in the
pubiienatlon or ol il wavs,

shortly after the ordey
the manufaciaring ey
In ecourt, charging | contempl
tie three lnhor oliclaki T
Tound  gullty and sentepced,
to Lweélve tnonths in jail, Al
nine  mosths, and  Morelson  lo slx

months, The sentences: weore nppealed
to the Distriet Court of Appoals. with
out avall, aml the netier then was

il befofe (he Suproine  Court, |

HMiWerrences Setiled.

Before the Supreme Conrl had OPPOr-
tunity to hear ths  lestimony,  tha
Buekse Stove aml Hange Company had
settled oll g differences with the de-
fendants, ared all that remalned for the
rourt of lnst redort Lo do' was to rule
in the vontempl feature of the Iong-
foueht Htleutlon,

dustice | Ja

devoted  conslderabhle
Epicg to al techinten) dlscnssion of eivil
ny- differentinted  from | criminal con-
tempt. | In %o tarmer only a fine was
permlsslble, he polnted ont, while In
critinal contempt dall sententes could
Ye linposed. The cose under ld-
erntion, he sald, hnd heen Nrought by
n corporation In con tlon ' with a
rult o equity, and o fine, to he pald
ton the corporation, 4lone, could be'lm-
posdd. | HMad (the court, whose lnjune-
tlun hatl heen  disoheyed, felt ag-
grinved, it ecould hnve brought crimi-
nal contempt proceedingsz in the prem-
Ises and have Inftlcted a Jall sontenes,
It dii not do thla, however, and the
opinlon held that It erred In Imposing
In a elvil contempl case a peneily ap-
plicable only to IMtlgation invelving
crlminal contempt. ‘The aplnion, In
eoncluslon, reads:

"The Judgments of the Court of Ap-
Eﬂalﬁ and the Supreme Court of the
Istrict are revoked and the cpse re-
tmanded, with direction thet the eon-
tompt. proceedings Instituted by the
RBuck's Htove and Range Company be
dismlseed, but  without prejudice o
the power and right of the Suprems
ourt of the District of Columbla o
punlsh hiy a proper procesding of con-
tempt, If any, commltied agalnst 1.

Action Unlikely,

.

' ALTON B. PARKER,
One of the attorneys who defended Inhor leaders.

In view of the fact that the ariginal
eance of the long drawn out lHtigation
hag heen mdjudicated oul of court, It
Is ‘eonsidered unllkely that the | Dis-
teler Supreme Court will {ake advan-:
tage. of tha Supreme Court's decision
to reapen procecdings agninst the thres
latior leuders.

Hintury of Cane,

The charges of  contempt agalnst
Frosliident Gompers, Vice-President
Mitehell and Secretary Morrlson wros.
out 6f a bitfer lahor war Letween or-
ganlzed lnbor and the Hucks Stove and
Range Company, of St Louls, Mo, |

The St Louls voncern had come inte
the Hupreme Court of the Distriet ol |
Columbla to prevent, by Injuneuion, the |
Amerlean Federatlon of Tabor und ite |
officinls from hoyveolilng Its uwn nro-
ducie or the business of those wha dealf |
with L. 'T'he guestions involved ane |
tha parties concerned nttracted wideo-
spread attention. The company clalmed
thut the federation was trying to unlon-
fze ihe company's shops, The labor
leaders urged that the company waos |
“unfalr to lubor. The hend of the
rompnny wans J. W, Van Cleave, presi-
dent of the Natlenal Manufacturers
Assoclatlon, which had often come into
contiot with the federation. He was
charged with hrving been apposed 1o
organized labor and with having eought
to put his nickel-plate workers on a
ten-hour Instead of n nine-hour basis.

Justlce Gould, of the Distriet Su-|
pretme  Court, [ssued  the Injunction!
prayed for by the company. An ap-|
peal was taken io the Court of Appeals
of Lhe Distriet of Columbla, but before |
that court could pnss upon the valldity |
of the injunctlon, the Hucks Stove and |
Runge Company agaln came into the
District Supremes Court, thiz time with
churges of contempt against Prashlent |
Gompers. Vice-Presldent Mitchell and |
Secretury, Morrison.  These men were
nrecteged of having violated the iInjinc- |
tlon decree,

Sentenced to Jnll, |

Justlce Wright found them guilty an-ii_
sentenced Presldent Gompers to one '
year In jall, Vice-President Mitcholl tn |
nine months, and Secretary Morrisan (r+
Elx monlhs. An. appeal was taken
from thls sentence, first Lo the Courl of |
Appeels, which affirmed 1t, and finally |
to the Supreme Court of the Unlted
Blutes.

The alleged violatlons consisted of |
utterances mnd acls in furtherance of
the hoycoll, It was charged that Mr
Gompers had rushed out the January
nimber of the Amerlean Federationist,
the officinl organ of the Amerlcan 1 ed-
eration of Labor, 50 g5 to evade the de-
eree, which went 'Into effect the day
afler most of the magazines wore out of |
his hands. This magazine contained the
name of the compiany on the “We Don't

. Patrontze or "Unfuir list. (1L was also |
slleged Lhat a number of coples of this
magazine were sent out after the de-|
cree became effectlve. 'In defense, tes-!
timony was presented to  show that!
only thirty-odd coples were mnlled 1o}
Hbraries and other similar Institutions. |
The complainant claimed that about 100/
ware sent out. H

Tt was furthsr charged that In {he;
succeeding number of the Federationist,
Gompers, Mitchell nnd Morrison jolned
in nan appenl in organized Iabpr for
funds to carry the Injunction case te
the higher court. It was contended

" that this appeal was used as a vehiels
to ntdnua the boyeotl, . The charges
etatad thet the appenl referred (o an
editorial In the snme number of the
magazine as setling forth the attitude
of those making tlie appral, This edl-

Not a Word From
Stallflird Oil Co.

New Vork, May 15.—O0n the stepn
of fhe Stamidnrd O bulliing, nt 20
Drondway, there ~wond a newshoy
Ahis afternoon, crying “Standnrd 011
lones!”  Inside nol an oficer of ihe
compiny would speale,

Willlam Rockefelier seldom inlkn,
and did not hrenk his rule. John T,
Archhold Ix Il nt his home In Tarry-
town. Martimer 17, Elliot, aollcltor-
genernl for the compnny, anid *hat
he would have nothing to suny until
he had read the full text of tho de-

pere In Chicago In May, 1908, was | Sengers were landod at
teken language nlleged to have been| Ment quarantine station at  Roedy
in wviolatlon of ths Injunction.

churge against Mr, Morrison, ha wae

alsn accused of having mailed out the| aas merely sufferlng rfram chickenpox.
magazines objected to.

both sides when the case was argued

befors the Supreme Courl. Prami-| close wateh for smallpox Rmong steer-
nept among these wns Judge Alton B.| age passangers of Incoming vesseis,

(ree press, Ie furthier contended that
the injunction decree wea wvold, at '
lenst In parts, and thai his cllents nture, Tuesday nnd Wednesdayy Hght,
conld not be held under the statutes|varfable winds, mostly wesi.

for violating a vold decree. 1

Ii am glad to hear 16" sald.John Mltch-
all, when he stepped! from a Pennsyl- Monday midnight temperature., 68
{vanin train here this afternoon and was ?I AL I(‘J\it temperature

Jtold Lthat the Supreme Court had declded | Hum L BT e
Ui fuvor of the dofendants, M Mitch- Wind, direstio
ell was en route for lLancaster, Pa., .
i\\‘h\'l'u he addressed a public mecting |12 110'&:1 temperature . 1
to-nluhit on the philosephy, purposes {8 P. M. lemporature .....ie-.us. i
cand ideals of the trade unfons move- .\InEcqulm temperature up to 6 de
R TR B e s e e e T e e e R S e

"to lairn that the declsion has vindi- | Mean temperaturs ..
ealed the contentlon of Messrs, Gom- | Normnal temperature 5
8, Morrisan and mysell and that the | Peticieney dn tempera 3
decisions of the lower courts have been

i

given to us by a:multltude of citizens,
both In nand putslde of the organized
{labor movement."

torlal was attributed to Mr Gompers.
Gompera's Ofenne.
“Individuals as members of argan-_:
lzed labor this publicatlon said, “"willl 3

still exercise the right to buy or not

to buy the Buck's #tove and ranges.

It s an cxemplificatlon of the saving

— s

that ‘vou can lead o horse lo water,
but vou ecan’t meke him drink,

Another charge was that in thel | (Continued Fraom First Page)

March Federatlonist Mr. Gompers pub- | continuous transportztion or shipment
Hshed an editorlal, in which It was| with the preceding carrler. The courts
eald:’ "It ghoulll be bhorna In mind | had always held that such had heen
| that there is no law, aye, nol even | necessary to bring & carrler within the
court decision, compelling union men | interetate commarce act of 1687,

or thelr friends of labor to buy a The Unlted Etates Distriet Court for
Buck's stove or range. No, not even| Northern Alabama went even n Etep
to buy a Leewe liat'”

further, It held that the United States
In ‘a publle address In New York' was entliuled to a penalty from the

In  Aprll, 1808, Mr, Gompers =atd, v Southern Hallway Company for an al-
wus charged: "Of course, in the case|leged violatlon of the safety applianee
of the Buck's Stove and Hange Com-!law In o case where o shipment orig-
pany, 1f 1 tell you that the Buck's|inating and ending within the Btate of
Htove and Range Company was still| Alnbamae, was carrled In a cer not

unfalr, when 1 get back to \'\-'nshinz-l,lll'orlerl}' equipped. The court held that

ton to-morrow or some place where, this was & vielatlion of the law burcauss
they suy people play checkers with| the car was used sometimes for Inter-

thelr noses—well, as 1 say, 1 A pot| *tate commerce, and, therefore, wins gn
prepared o tell you that these lhlng,llnxlrumenlulit}' of Intersiate commerce,
are unfair. But there {s no law, no
| court declsion, that compels you to;
buy them, nor does any law compel

ALL VACCINATED

jrouitaibuycanyhing swithont;thaiunlon |ivgyiv  otil e TR varnbl Periattted ta
l:llr‘rl T Enter "ort.
From another address by Mr. Gom- Philadelphia, May 15.—Slxty pas-

the govern-

Island, Delaware, Afty miles helow thig
In additlon to the “urgent appeal,” glty, te-day, from the Amerlean liner

in which Mr. Milchell joined, he wes Mariod, Liverpool and Queenstown for
Accusod of having acted In contempt
by presiding over the Unlted Mino| steerage. Smallpox was suspected hy
Workers' conventlon when It adopted| the government physiclans, and the
n tesolutlon to fine any member who| 3¢k passenger and fifty-nine others
hought a Buck's stove.

Zhiladeiphla, because of the discovery
if o sus=plcious case of sickness In the

rho had come In contict with him
~ere placed on ehore for ‘“‘observa-
don,' butr later the doctors satisfied
emselves that the patient, a child,

In additlon to the “urgent appeal”

After svery one on boerd tha Aleriod
Defenided by Porker, - hnd been vaceinated tha blg liner was

llowed to come to port.
Distingulshed counsel appeared on|* Tt‘:‘o qun:n.m!eno ghs'Eic!nna atiiihe
enirince to this port are kKeeplng a

Parker, former prestdentlal candidats,| 8nd the Merlod Is the second vessal

who had been retained lo defend the| this weel to be held up and suspected
Inbor leaders. His principel argument
was that the Injunclion was an Im-
jproper interference’ with the consti-

cnass takon off.

THE WEATHER

Forecnsty For Virginla—Generally
fair, without much chaonge in temper-

tutlonal ¢lght of free speech and n

or North Carollna—Ilinsettied Tues-
Mitehel) Is Pleoned ilay; Wedunesday falr; modernfe cast

Philadaiphia, Ta., MNay 15—"Wall, L |
CONDITIONS YESTENRDAY,

Wind, veloclity
Wenther ...

"I nwm, of course, pleased.” sald ha

I.lo\f;ciunay In tempurature since
L

........ e e R Ry |
reversed. | Aside from the satlsiaction! Ae de‘ﬁulency in temperature
of belng vindieated and the happlnesa Hines January 1 0, ..., T L 17
it brings to my family, T am gratifed | Pefciency In railnfall since Mavch Tiss
hecause It Justifies the  confidenece | , b st ssseeusiiiaiiiiiiineios i

Accum, dcnélcncy in’rainfall
since January 1 ... 00 .at . 2068

CONDITIONS IN IMPORTANT CITIES

elnion, not avatinhle here to-night,

1

(At § P. M. Eastern Standard Tima,)

Pace, Ther., I, Weathor.
. I/p Atllene ... .h..., 80 42 Cloudy
]udge ho SEHfﬁnced Asheville ...0.. 3” i:C:it‘ar
Augusta’ L, .. LE Hear
I"abar Leader's :\tlgnia - S0 - Cloudy
: e Atlantie it & Cleay
H e, T Boston ... 73 Cloudy -
&’ 3 ' uffalo . i Cloudy
7 g Charleston B ain
T 86 Cloudy
1 (1} I eloudy
Tienyer L] Clear
Dulutl il Itnin
Giolveston . 82 Cloar
Huron s &6 Clear
MRV PR o A Cloudy
Jacksonvillea ... 8 P. nloudy
Kansas Clty..... i P, cloudy
Knoxvillea ...... 34 sar
Loulsvilla b, a0 . cloudy
Memphis ! B8 Clear
Stoblle L LL5LR 0 i3 Clear
Montreal .. :... L1 Italn
Nortnlk .0 ... T4 Claar
North Tiatte.... f6 I’ eloudy*
; Plitshurg 8 Clear 3
)} Italaigh 50 . cloudy
Sivannah ¥ T4 Cloudy
Biun Franeisco. ., L 38 Cloudy
Sirokruw a2 Cloudy
i SL Paul .. i3 Cloudy
mpa 84 P. clondy
‘-\'ilunlngwn T8 P. cloudy
Wilmington .... 6% 76 Clear
Wiythaville .;... 68 T8 Clear

MINTATURE ALMANAC,
May 16, 1911,

Sun rizer ey B TR 108

UANIEL THEW WRIGHT. Sun! sets

Ll

STANDARD OIL
LOSES TS CASE

{(Continued

Unlted B

n First Puge)

e thmo of Ite adop-
contentlons of the parties
cerning the aml the srops nnd
effect of the d ons of the Supreme
Court, the apg tlon of the statute
to the facts, and ) © the remedy,
it 'Iwo
In striving Lo goy » meaning
of the two sections of the law, he sald
that the sole subject with which the
first section denlt wax “rostraint of
trude,” id that the ntt pt to monop-
ollze, and monopoel s loge, was the
subject of the sacond szection The
Chlef Justiee sald that in getbing ut
the moaning of Lhese words he would
be zulded by the princlple that where
words ure employed In n statite, which
at the tline had a woll known mean-
Ing In common luw or In tha law of
this country; they were presunied to
have been used in LW sense unless
the content conveys ta the coptrary,
The Chlef Justive gonsidered the con-
tention af the partles a5 to the mean-
Ing of tie stutule. Ho suld In sub-
#lunce that the propositions of the
Eovernment were reducible (o | the
claim that the langusge of the statute
embroced Yevery contriet, combina-
tlon, ete, inrestraint of trade.” wnd
left no room for the exerclse of Judg-
ment, but slmply bmposed the plain
duty of applying s prehibitions to
every ease within (i Hberul language.
The error of the government on this
Chilel Justlee White sald, waa
uming that the decisjons of the
hud decided In accordunce with
it contentions.

tiee, “hecause, n= the acts which may
coma under the ' classes stplod In  the
first section and the restralnt of trade
to wileh ihat sectlon applies, are not
epecifically enumerated or defined, it
15 obvious that Judgment must in every
case L called Into play In order Lo du-
termine what particular act is em-
braced within the statutory clasees,
and whether, If the act {s within such
classes, it nature or effect causes, [t
Lo he a reastraint of trade within the
intendment of the agt.

Chler Justlee White touched upon
the phass of the case which formed
the basls for Justice Harlan's dissent-
Ing opinlon. Tt was thal the opinion
of the Supreme Court In ths cases of
the Unlted Btates ve. Frelght Assocla-
tlon, and United States ve, Jolnt
Traflic Assoclation, Included the right
to reason thus In Interproting the
stutute, Chilef Justlee White declared
that the general language ‘of theso
opinlons had boeen Rubsequently ex-
plalned and held not to Juslify  the
Lroad significance attributed to them

Takens Up ihe Focte

The Chlet Justice next took up the
ficts and the applleatlan of thae
Etdtite to them. As a matier or fact
the court found that ths result of
enlarging the capital stock of the
Standard Oll Company, of New Jersay,
and the nequisition by that cei=pany
of the shares.of fhe stock of tha other
corporationa In exchange for Its cer-
tificates, gave to Lhe corporation an
enlarged and more perfect sway, and
not to keep the trade.and commerce
In control of it producls, The affects
of thls, Chler Justice While sild, the
lower eourt held, wes to destroy “the
potentlality ‘of ecompetition”  which
otherwlse would have existed to such

: Rn extent as to he A combination or

consplracy In restraint of trade in
viclation of the first section of the act
and also be an attempt Lo monapollse

.and & monopollzation and bring about

a perenniel violation of the asecand
section.

“We see 1o cause to douht the cor-
Tectness of thess conclusions,” anld the
Chiet Justlce, "consldering the subject
from every aspect, that I8, both in
view of the fncls established by the
record and the nacesaary operntion
and effect of the law as we have con-
strued It upon the inference dedueihle
from the facts,

Cutting Remark

In.scrutlnlzing tha acts and dolngs
of the Standard OIl In the past for
the purposa of getting asslstance In
digcovering intent and purpose, Chief
Justlce White left n culting remork:

“We think no disinlerestad mind
can  survey tha perlod In questlon
without belng ceonslantly arriving nt
the conclusion that the very geniuk
of the development nnd organizatlion
wileh' IL would seem was manifested
from the beginning, soon hegot an
intent and nurpoase to exclude others;
which was frequently manifested by
Acts and deallngs wholly (nconststent
with the theory thit they were madc
with the single object of advancing
the development of buslness powoer hy
unusual methods, but which, on the
contrary., necesaarily Invelved the in-
tent to drlve others from the field and
to execlude thom from thelr right to
trade and thus accomplish the mnas-
tery, which was thae end In view. And,
consldering the perlod from the dats
of the trust agreements of 1579 and
1862 up to the tlme of the expansion
nf the New Jersey corporntton, the

gradunl extension of the power over

the commaree in oll which ensued,
tha declsion of the Supreme Conrt of
Ohlo, the lardiness or reloctanee In
conforming 'tn the commands of that
decision. the method first adopted and
that which finally nulminated In tha
plan of the New Jersey  corporation,
Al additionally serve to muke mnani-
fext the eontinied exlstence nof the
Intent which wa have previeusly In-
dleated, and  which, amang  other
things, Impelled the expansion nf he
New Jersoy corparntion.’

Finally, the Chief Justlee eame to
appl® the remedy.
| Furiher Iieliel Needed.

ile snld that ordinarlly where via-
lations of the act were found to hava
been committed It would sulfica to en-
Join. further vielntlonw, In a  cuse,
however, whers a  monopollzntlon op
nttempt to monnpolize was establishoedl
or Lthe exlstence of o combination Is
proven, the continuanece of which was a
porennial violatlon of the statule, [up-
ther rollol was called  for,

The lower courl, he pointed out, had,
Arst, enjoined the combinatlon and in
effect directed its dlssolution; second,
torbldden the New Jersey corporation
from exerclaing nany control! by virtio
of Its stock ownarship of the subsid-
{ory corporations nnd' enfoined (hose
corporations (rom recognlzing in any
mantar the authority or power of the
New Jersey corporation by virtue of
such ownerahlp; third, enjoined in the
alxth section of the decros the snbh-
asldinry oorporations, after tho dissolu-
tlon, fram dolng any act which could
araate a ke lllegal combination:
fourth, enjolned the New Jersey oor-
poration and all tha subsidlary cor-
rorations from doing business in In-
terstnle commaros pending the disgolu-
tlon of the combination by the aceom-
plishmant of tha tranafer of slocks

treveensdrsesnasss 7:11Whlch tha deores In {ta essence re-

his Is true,” sald the Chier Jus- .

15 —Commenting
the Standard 0Ol
Altorney-General
unanimously af-
firmed the decree rendered by the Clr-
cult Court in favor of the government
in every particular, save that [t gives

ATTORNEY-GENERAL GE ORGE W, WICIKERSHAM,

the defendants Six months Instead of

thirty dayy' time In whilch to comply:

with the decree,

“Bubstantinlly every proposition
contended for by they government n
this case Is afMirmed by the Suprome
Court," said the Attorney-Genaral,. in
A statement Issued by the dapartmant.

fifth, gave thirty days to
the directiond of the court.

The court seld thls decresa was right
und ghoulll he afMrmed,
what |t termed “"m#nor matters.”
of these was Lthe extension of the time
in which the decrea should be put into
to uix months.

with the sixth
which 4orbade
the subeldiary cor-
poratlons or thelr stockholders of llke

portant, and had to do

Compelling Ohedlence.
the slxth parngraph
of the decree” sald Lhe Chlet Justice,
*not as depriving the stockholder or
the right to llve under
the lnw of the land, biut as gcompslling
obedionce to that inw.”
dld not follow hecausa an
Ilegal restraint of trade or an attempt
to monopolize or a monopollzation ra-
tha combination of
corporations In the New Jersey corpo-
ratlon: that'a like restraint or nttempt
to monopolize or monapolization would
necessarlly arlse from agreements
tween one or more of tho subsidinry
corporntions after the transfer of the
stock by the New Jersey corporation.
“For Ilustration,” saild he, “take Lha
By the effect of the trans-
fer of the stock the plpe lnes would
come under the contral of varlous cor-

corporatton of

to n unlform control
poratlons ewning tha Ilines detormined
Interasts to so
a contlnuous line,
ar comblnption

If varlous cor-

might be restralned by the decree.
another example, tnke the Unlon Tank
Lina Company, ons of the aubsidiary
g owner practically aof
all the tank cars In use by Lha com-
If no possibllity existed of

the subsldiary cor-

most serlous idetriment

to the puhlle Interest
HiIstory of Litlzntion,

The sult which enlled forth to-day's

Adeelsion was Instltuted In 1906 In the

District of Missouri.

The Immedinte object was te
digsolve Lhe Standard Oi] Company, of

very heginning,
worlds rpcognlzed Ohlo Supreme Court In a procecding

that tha sult put the Sherman antl-
trust Inw to the most severse tesat to
which It hod been subjected, The law
hod been on thp stalule Look slnce
1600, und hud boen tho basls of some
elghteen sults finally passed vpon by
tha Supreme Court of the United Stoten,
That tho law wis vonatitutional was
necepted a8 settled by those declulons,
hut aimple as the words of the stntute
seenied, there was nn absenca of unnn-
imity In' regard to its interpretation.
With that situation confronting the
sovernment and the defendants, the
sult was begun with the genoarnl belief
thit the entira business world would
feel the effect of the outcome of the
glgantle strugila.
'wo Sectlons Vieladed.

The governmont clalmed that two
gections of the Sharman anti-trust Inw
had boon vielated. The firsl sectlon
rends ns follows:

“Every contract, combination In tha
form of trust or otherwise, or con-
aplracy, In restraint of trade or com-
merce apmong the scveral Sinles, ot
with forelgn nations, I8 horeby de-
clored to be illegal.” !

The second section roads: -

“Hyery poerson (which subsenuently
was explalned In the statute to Include
corporations) who shull meonopolize, o1
attempt to monopollza or comhbine or
conspire with any other person' or per-
sons to meonopolize any pavt of f(rade
or commerce among Ltho severnl Stittes,
or with forelgn natlons, shall he deam-
ed gullty of a misdomennor'

Thoe Standurd Ol Compnny, of New
Jersey, somuo sevenly subsidinry corpo-
ritlons, John D. Roekerellor, Williain
Rockotaller, Henry M. Flagler lienry
H. Rogers, John D, Arehibold, Ollver 14,
Payno ‘nnd Chnrles M, Preatt, all de-
fendants In the sult, denfed the charzes,

Montha were spent In  pgEathering
evidence. Tha genernl lne of attack
s shown by evidence presentod by the
government was this: (L elihned that
nbout 1570 the Hoclkefallers nud Flogler
concelved the fdex of controlling the
petroleum trade of Lhe eounlry, and
n Httle Inter enterad Into o conspirncy
with Regers,  Archhold, Payne and
Pratt to gnln a conlrol of the oll Luk-
Iness, To earry out this alloged con-
splrucy, [t was  eladlmed they first
“pooled” thelr Interests, then pit them
Into the hands of trustees or “truats,”
ind finally when Lthe trust nf 1882 wns
doclired Yvold" In o declzlon hy | the

Founder of Standard Oil Company

prace J e

JOHN D, ROCKEFELLER.

ngainst the Standard OIl Company, of
Ohlo, roorganized  the Standard OIL
Company, of New Jersey, te thke over
their interests and to secure monopoly.
Evidence of robating, of price cutting
and af the organlzatlon of sccrot con-
cernd Lo pose nR independenta wes

secking by unfilr menns ta restraln
trade nnd to procure o moneopoly.
Denfes Conupleney Charge.
“Stamdard O troduced avidence Lo
ghow thuat there had never been sueh

|~ econaplraey. Tt Rought to prove that
jtho Ohlo S

preme Court did not hold
the trust ngresment of 1582 volil) but
marely roanulred the Standard 0l Com-
pany. of Chlo to withdraw from the
“trust

Evidenen was produced to show that - i\
rebuting hnd heen the order of tha
day amonsz all commereinl concerns;
thut price cutting and sécret concerns
waote not the rile and wers pacd as
legltimate Instruments of compatition.

The Clreuit Court held that the re-:
organization of the Standard O11 Com-
pany of New Jersoy In 1888 was not

of the act, which referred to restraints
of trade, but nlsn of the second sec-
tlun, which applled to monopollzing.
The Standard OIl had argued  that
there could he no additional reatraint
a8 @ result of the reorgoniration ba-
cause  the Standard Oll Company of |
New Jergey wns owned by o common
hody of ownere in exactly the .samae
prroportion that all the subsidiary
companles taken over by this new or-
gunlzatlon had been’ held by these
same common owners for years past,
The court held otherwiae, and said.
that the combination In & single cor-
poraiion or person, by an exchange of
stock, of the power of many stock-

respectively, of the majority of the

engaged In commerca in  tha same:
articler nmong the States, or with for-
elgn natlons, to restrict competition,
therein, rendered the power thua vast-
od in  the corporation or person
greater, more easily exercissd, mora
durable and more effectlve than thag
previously held by the stockholders.
In these effpcla, Lhe court found &'ro-
straint on commerco

3 Coort Evolves Plan.

The court then procesded to evolvae
a plan ' to remedy the situstion. It
entereq n decree cnjolning the Stand-
ard Ol Company of New Jersey from
exercislng any contral, hy reason of
its stock ownership, over the Bsub-
sldiary companles. Furthermors, it
enjoined these aubsidiary companles .
from paying any dividends to tha
Sinndard Oll Company of New Jersay..

It put n provision In the decres to
enjoln any possihle evasion of the
fdecree by the organization of a simi-
Inr eombination or of the conveyanca
af the property Lo one of the defan-
dants.  Unless the defendants should
sever the rtelitlons and cease the com-
bhination within thirty daya; they were
to be enjolned from engaging In inter-
slate commerce untll they did cease
the comblnution, 11

From the Cirenit Court the case was
hrought to the Supreme Court of the
United 'States, The record lald Yefore
the higher tribunnl prabably wnas the
largest over prepared In an Amerfean
case. The petition, plead!ngs, testi-
mony, oplnlons and deeree consiituted
twenty-lwo, Inrge vollmes, or more
than 600 pages euch, i

The enma. was first argu=d hefore tha
Supreme Court In Mareh 1910, but il
Was restorad to the ducket for reargi-
ment.  ‘The care was heard the secon:d
tima in January, 1911, the latter tima
bufore a full hench. Noted nttorneys
appeardd on elther side.  For the KEOV-
Lernment,  Attorney-General Wicker-
shan and Frank B, Kellogg, specli)
Asslstont to the Atiorney-Genaral, ad-
drossed the court.  For the Stundard
Ol), there appenred John G. Jehinson,
u_f Phlladelphla: John G, Milbwpn, ot
Now York, ana D, T, Watson, or .'tts-
burg, 5

0 Not Nnivural Growih,

Tn his address 1o the court, Mr, Kel-
Ingg, who took all the testimony In the
ciise on behnlf of the govern nent, sald
thitt the Standiard 01 organization was |
not n natural growth, hot Was horn
And reared n_ froud  ang oppression,
and “hang
country  to-day  Jike ' a
cloml.

The Standard on Company of New.
dersev, ‘he told the eourt, controlied
from §5 to 87 nor cent, of the vll husl-
ness of tho country, with n Nnanalal
Fower heyond that possessed by anwv
othar combinntlon ever lcnown. Tha
ecombinntion, ha ndded, was “made ef-
fective and powertul by reason of
preferential rates and rebates In trans-
portation, the grealest ever known to
have been' made and by unfair and
hratal methails of competition, which
In and of. themselves hetwoen  mer-
chants and corner-grocery men would
not be dangarons, but in the hands of!
A gomhination of this #ize and of this:
power, nre the most dangerous instru-
ments e Independent ‘Gealer
tiirers nnd maen engez
wiee known In. comimerc

The other slde of the contest was
summarized by John G, Jfhnson, in'
the closlng argument in the ‘ease, Hae
daclared that 'the country did not suf-
fer by the mere largeness of the gor-
porntion, butl profited.  For the alloged
ging  thut the eorporation had cam-
mitted, “he 7 d, thery existed an
adequnte rometd ut law, nnd  there-
fore It wns nol pecos v for equity to
step in to dissolve the corporation. 1a
denfed. that vebates were helng  ac-
s oLthe gorporation now, or thot
ilng prices or  organizing
nE, nnd chiaracterized the
government’'s referances oo thein in
the pist ‘03 neocs=ary (o “zive tha)
proper. colop and  oralse  thy | proper
amount. of indignati In the cnse,
e dectared that the Standard Oil or-
ganlention was the tesult o orderly:
Erowith,

“het the channels of eammerca hn
open for all who re Lo cnter,!!
gl he Ind Closing “whathes with!
ocenn sSteamer or with dlugo.t, with
Rockefoller wealth or wWith nuught byt
thedr bralns and thelr lLiasnd nfot-
tereid by thelr own improper res aints,
and nnfnterforeg with by the gl
ar bthers, and sl wil) have Been done.
that 1x wlse, e thar lies tle nne
abilrs tible weonomic na-
and danger of Miskster, ha
midl the breadth of whith no
miin can: [orotetl' $

threntening

|

Complete Victory for
the Government

Washington., 1. O, Moy 15,—9[¢ Iy '
n complete vigtory for the governes
ment,” suld Frank B. Kellogg, wha,
an sPhecinl counxel for the governs
ment, nsxfuted in the prosccution of
the Sinndanl 01 cume, to-nlght, g
hayve read the  opinlon, hantlly, of
cotirse, have seen enouzh | to)
Know thnt the government is sums
tanined hy the eonrt on every paint

conteniled for”

ellcited to show that Lhe Standard wag -

only a vislation of the first section

holders helding the sames proportion, =

stock of c¢ach of snveral corporatiens =

dlover the commerce of this:




